Many studies have focused on the importance of immigrants participating in the public spaces of the cities where they have settled in order to become integrated.
games attracted an increasing number of immigrants. Within a few years, the sporting fields of San Jeronimo, which had been abandoned for many years, became an emblematic space among the Latin American immigrants of the city. At these fields, people could play football, basketball and other sports, but they could also listen to salsa and bachata, drink with their friends and share typical foods from their countries; in short, they could recreate their own, different way of socializing. However, everything would change when a local NGO, Anima Vitae, arrived and began to take part in managing the installations. As the NGO began imposing new norms on the use of the fields, the immigrants began to express their dissatisfaction, first delegitimizing the NGO's presence and later abandoning the space and moving their competitions to neighboring Amate Park.
The sports leagues of San Jeronimo are an example of a failed experience in the management of public space as a tool for the integration of immigrants. In this case, the agents of political intervention -the NGO and the municipal government -tried to transform the forms and meanings of an initiative begun by immigrants, but would be met with opposition. Based on this example we emphasize the need to rethink established approaches on public space as a space of inclusion. Based on Gramsci, we understand public space as the setting for a dynamic struggle between hegemony and resistance in the conception of the city. City (1991) emphasized the need to study social processes -including the social production of space -using new methodologies to grasp the multiple dimensions of the processes of globalisation and localisation. She proposed developing maps that would reveal the F o r P e e r R e v i e w O n l y 4 complexity of these processes. According to Sassen, "After a long period of history marked by the predominance of the nation-state, the re-dimensioning of economic elements to a global scale has returned the city to its condition as a strategic public and economic space" (2003, 109) .
Phenomena such as international migrations are connected to transnational political and economic processes and, at the same time, translate into new urban problems, making cities again of vital importance in these processes (Castles 1998, 7) . It is cities which must deal directly with the needs of their new residents, and it is in cities where systems of power articulate concrete forms of exclusion. It is also at this geographic level where immigrants develop strategies of resistance (Castells 1997, 366-367; Sassen 2003, 113) .
Today, the city is a much more concrete political space than the nation (Sassen 2000;
Isin 2000), and in this context, the management of urban space takes on new forms and meanings.
The debate over public space has acquired central importance in the field of urban studies. Many authors have described urban public spaces as areas of social relations conducive to the integration of immigrants. This vision of public space in the urban context explains the exceptional potential some scholars have suggested it has in local integration policies. The assumption is that through the controlled management of public spaces, local authorities can create models of interaction with immigrants that will accelerate and consolidate the integration process at the local level. (Lleixà and Soler 2004) . It is assumed that through playing sports together, autochthonous residents and immigrants can develop closer relationships that will strengthen the process of integration.
Today this understanding of public space as a space for the creation of citizenship has gained in importance, imposing a vision of public spaces as builders of citizenship in line with Habermas (1991) . In contrast to this integrative perspective, there are other approaches that understand public spaces as spaces of struggle over power, in line with the dialectic of hegemony and resistance developed by Gramsci (1971) . This perspective is related to that of Foucault (1977) , for whom public spaces were spaces of surveillance and control, although his concept of power differs substantially from that of Gramsci. In the use that we give to both theories in this article, power is not considered exclusively in Granscian terms, as the expression of the class struggle over the social production of space, but nor is it exclusively Foucaultian, present in all social relations beyond ethnic, class and gender determinants. Throughout this article we show how 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60 F o r P e e r R e v i e w O n l y 6 structural variables of ethnicity and social class intersect, generating discourses of resistance to power, but also others that internalize and legitimate hegemonic discourses in the defense of private interests that are in conflict among persons belonging to the same social class but of different ethnicity.
Our research falls within those currents that understand public space as the setting for this dialectic of hegemony and resistance (De Certeau 1984) . However, we think it would be an error to place the dynamics of resistance at the same level as strategies of surveillance and control. Mechanisms of resistance are influenced by these strategies in such a way that we cannot consider them to be two opposing projects -the disciplinarian and the resistant. Instead, we must consider these mechanisms to be an adaptation of resistance to conditions imposed by power, an adaptation which, in this process redefines the cultural uses and symbols of public space, and ultimately, may lead to its abandonment if it becomes impossible to turn it into a space of resistance.
Conceived originally as spaces for the public, squares, parks and sports fields, as well meeting spaces, are also the setting for and the expression of relationships of domination and the resistance of subaltern groups (Winchester, Kong, and Dunn 2003, 9) . By giving public spaces new uses and meanings, immigrants subvert and/or negate, politically and symbolically, their own social exclusion. It is precisely this proactive response that sets the surveillance and control mechanisms of political power in motion.
These mechanisms are aimed at redirecting these spaces toward their prescribed and (Hannerz 1980, 343; Author 1 1999 , 10-11). Following Foucault (1977 , we can consider these practices as the infinitesimal mechanisms underlying the control of immigrants in their incorporation into the city.
It is necessary to emphasize that our case study reflects certain dynamics of hegemony and resistance that do not enter into the classic dynamic of the class struggle. As we will see, the conflicts that we examine are between local powers and immigrants, between long-term neighborhood residents and new immigrant residents, and between different immigrant groups. In this sense, we do not offer a reductionist or simplistic perspective on the social production of space and the dynamics of hegemony and resistance as a struggle between "natives" and immigrants. The issue is much more complex, and refers Latin leagues in San Jeronimo: from abandoned space to ethnic space
The Latin American leagues were very popular among immigrant populations in Seville. Every weekend more than forty futsal teams competed in men's and women's championships that attracted hundreds of athletes. The games were started by a group of immigrants from the central sierra of Ecuador. Not only did they come from the same country, but most of them were from the same city, Salcedo, or the neighboring town of Latacunga. These were networks of immigrants with origins confined to a very specific place, the province of Cotopaxi. In this province of Ecuador, some had previously been involved in organizing popular sporting competitions, which are of considerable importance as a form of socialization among the local population. The reproduction of these leagues in the migratory context, reflected a desire to continue social neworks and forms of sociability common to immigrants' country of origin. It must be taken into account that in this area of the Macarena district, as has happened in the majority of European cities -in contrast with the model of segregation typically found in North American cities -residential segregation of immigrants has been influenced more by class than by other factors, such as race or ethnicity (Musterd and DeWinter 1998, 672; Arbaci 2007) . As a consequence, the arrival of the immigrant population generated a pluri-ethnic neighborhood in Macarena, where the long-term population continued to be a majority. It is important to note, on this point, that the original population was a notably more aged population than its immigrant neighbors, which was reflected in its clearly differentiated uses of the same public spaces. The aging long-term residents of these neighborhoods spent the majority of their time in their homes and were fearful and distrustful of the intensive use that the immigrant 10 population made of public spaces. As a result, in these neighborhoods this long-term majority supported establishing controls over public spaces, such as installing fences to discourage use of these spaces outside of a strictly limited time (Author 2 2014). This control would also be installed around the neighborhood sports fields, which would lead the immigrants to abandon their use.
In this context, the promotors of the Latin leagues would look for an alternative space where they could organize their activities autonomously. Ultimately, in 2004, this group discovered some semi-abandoned playing fields in San Jeronimo where they could practice sports on weekends. In these fields, isolated between a municipal cemetery and an industrial site, they were able to restart their leagues, which more and more of their compatriots then joined.
The process of occupying these fields on the city outskirts involved the immigrants restoring the space, which not only had been abandoned for many years but had been the object of inappropriate uses and acts of vandalism. The immigrants had to organize clean-ups to rid the fields of weeds and shrubs that had grown up, and garbage that had accumulated over many years, and had to provide basic equipment -balls and nets for the goals. All this work was carried out collectivly and voluntarily by the immigrants themselves, often through traditional institutions imported directly from their country of origin. It is worth noting the use of the minga, a pre-Columbian tradition of providing voluntary work to benefit the community. Through the minga, Ecuadorians gathered the The new fields of San Jerónimo were rehabilitated by the immigrants, and they would turn them into an ethnicized space, in other words: a space of reference for the Ecuadorian, and by extension, Latin American, population of the city, which found in the fields the possibility of reproducing modes of sociability tied to their culture of origin. Once the space was restored, it would become very popular among this population, which would convert it into a center of reference for meeting during weekends and a space with a strong symbolic meaning for immigrants. After a long time in which these fields had been invisible, they would again become part of the city The rapid growth of the sporting competitions would result in strengthening the promoting group, which adopted new and various functions. This group was in charge of the schedule for games, deciding on which teams would play on the two available fields and managing the economic funds of the leagues. These funds came primarily from the registration fees paid by the teams, as well as from small contributions from vendors selling food and beverages at the games on the weekends. The vendors were typically members of immigrant families who, through selling cold drinks and homemade food to their compatriots, managed to complement their wages, while at the same time providing participants and supporters with a taste of their countries of origin, contributing in this way to reinforcing the strong ethnic component of the space. In short, the practice of sport was guided by the same patterns as would have been followed in their region of origin.
The leagues were originally organized by a group of middle-aged Ecuadorian men.
Most of them had already been involved in organizing grassroots sports activities in
Ecuador before emigrating to Spain. We are therefore not talking about social networks that were initiated with the arrival of their participants in Seville. Rather, these were forms of sociability already present in these networks before migration that were reactivated in Seville for the purpose of enjoying weekend leisure time. This continuity Local and regional identities would soon criss-cross the leagues. The teams that made up the leagues were formed around migratory networks, composed primarily of persons Through rapid growth and diversification, the Ecuadorian leagues turned into the Latin leagues.
The arrival of new immigrants to the playing fields added complexity to the initial organizational structure, although in its basics it continued to be useful. The different teams continued to be organized around networks of compatriots that alternated between local and/or regional identities as well as new identities based on the official nationality of each group. The traditional competitions, composed of teams made up The aim of this association was to use sports to provide support for the integration of three excluded groups: children in the shantytown, El Vacie, through a weekday program; a group of mentally disabled persons, through a basketball team in which members of the NGO also participated, and the group of Latin American immigrants participating on the local playing fields on weekends. In the discourse of Anima Vitae, these heterogeneous groups were all linked because each belonged to the ambiguous category of excluded groups. This shared diagnosis logically led to the same therapy for all of them.
It should be noted that it was the regional government, with competencies over the integration of immigrants, which not only financed but also rewarded the involvement of this NGO in a space that the immigrants had managed to make their own. Their involvement was, and at that same time was perceived as, a deligitimization of the use made of the public space by the social sectors the city was trying to integrate. In the same way, rewarding an initiative that grouped together immigrants, marginal persons and persons with disabilities in the same sector permits us to appreciate that not only for the NGO, but also for the regional government, the immigrants were objects of preferential attention, and not subjects with their own strategies. The implementation of the new competition model would also involve a radical transformation in the way of conceiving the San Jerónimo playing fields as a space.
Until then, the Latin American immigrants had constructed these fields as an ethnicized space, whose primary aim was to serve as a meeting place for members of specific national groups and to contribute, in this way, to strengthening the differentiated identity of these groups. Hereafter, the Anima Vitae NGO would fight to transform the fields into a public space through a discourse of cultural neutrality that would combat their symbolic association with Latin American minorities. Beneath this project is the idea that an excessive visibility of the cultural otherness of immigrants in public space contributes negatively to their integration.
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Vitae. There were multiple problems but they can be categorized around two major issues:
a) Problems related to the presence of the new actors in the space.
The presence of these new actors was not well-received by many of the immigrants.
Some of them complained and said that they were afraid to play with the team from El
Vacie. Others were upset about having to compete with persons with disabilities.
Therefore, the presence of new groups on the playing fields did not result in the positive intercultural coexistence expected by the NGO, but rather in a number of misunderstandings between groups with very diverse profiles and whose coming together was not voluntary, but rather a result of the regulations imposed by the NGO with the support of municipal institutions.
b) Problems related to the use of the space. As the championships developed, the leaders of Anima Vitae discovered that the Ecuadorians that had organized the futsal league were continuing to charge registration and refereeing fees. They were making a significant amount of money, which offered a high profit margin since the financial support for the games was then being provided by the NGO. In addition, the leaders of Anima Vitae criticized the Ecuadorians for their lack of cooperation in stopping the sale of food and beverages at the playing fields, as well as the gambling surrounding the practice of the sport, ecua-volley 1 . All of these practices were interpreted differently by immigrants and the NGO. The former continued to reproduce practices developed over years, which they also considered to be important in connecting with an identity whose preservation was a priority. For Anima Vitae, however, all these activities constituted misuses of municipal sporting facilities, which could result in a stigma over the facilities and those groups that used them.
Conflict between some of the immigrants, who saw the fields as their own space and closely linked to their culture of origin, and the NGO that fought to reconvert the space into a standardized public space, were constant. In order to force a change in attitude among the immigrants, the NGO introduced more and more rules for the use of the sports installations. First, it centralized the administration of sporting materials, which were paid for with the subsidies the NGO was receiving. At the same time, there was greater monitoring of the use of the installations and a clamp down on what was for use of the installations. Curiously, the NGO discourse regarding sport as a healthy practice would also be adopted by a minority of immigrant athletes, who would try to channel it in benefit of their own interests. This was the case for a small group of Peruvians, who tried to utilize it to counteract the central role of the Ecuadorians, accusing them of being responsible for the inadequate use of the facilities. From this perspective, they drew a clear distinction between good and bad immigrants. They harshly criticized the Ecuadorians as those who opted to maintain the Latin leagues as before and accused them of trying to illegitimately take over the the playing fields:
"The problem started when they [the Ecuadorians] thought that they were the owners of the fields! They say this is for the Ecuadorians. You know that it can't This discourse was clearly held by a minority among the immigrants, and in reality, expressed the interests of a very concrete group 2 . At the same time, and in contrast to this discourse, the promoters of the Latin leagues asserted that their form of using the playing fields was part of their culture, and they demanded they be allowed to continue organizing their games as they had before Anima Vitae got involved. Claiming their rights over the playing fields for having arrived first and for having worked to rehabiliate them, they openly questioned the legitimacy of the NGO to control this space. In their discourse they denounced the role of this organization, which they considered to be an intruder that had inappropriately arrogated for itself the right to control the playing fields. In this situation, disobeying the rules imposed by Anima Vitae appears as a form of resistence to an illegitimate attempt to deprive them of use of their space.
What we observe here are two different ways of understanding sports as a mechanism for integration. Both supported the value of immigrant participation. However, each of the parties to this conflict bestowed different meanings on this concept. For the (Foucault 1977) , manifested in a discourse on the health of practicing sports that discredited the identitarian practices of the immigrants, which did not fit in with the preconceived ways of practicing sports according to the hegemonic perspective.
The end result was that the Latin leagues abandoned the San Jeronimo playing fields and moved to a new public space, Amate Park. By 2011, most of the teams had already moved to this park, which was also located on the outskirts of the city. After the failure of the resistance (Gramsci 1971) undertaken by the Latin leagues' directors, all that was left to do was to abandon the playing fields as an act in defiance of the hegemonic power exercised by governing authorities through their discourse on regulations and uniformity in the use of the sports installations.
Conclusion
The current literature primarily identifies public spaces as places to exercise freedom and build citizenship. However, the ethnographic example we have described provides process of appropriating and using public space a dialect of constant conflict was created between the actions and discourses of the hegemonic forces and the groups resisting those powers in order to defend their interests and identities.
Through the example we have seen how a healthy discourse on the "correct" way to practice sports discredited an original collective project that was trying to reproduce the associational and recreational models of families and social groups from their home country in their country of destination. The result was a confrontation in which it became clear that hidden behind the powerful ideas of interculturality and integration was a disciplinary model seeking to assimilate and control the Latin American sports associations, without offering any room for negotiation over the expression of identity and, thus, negating the interculturality and integration it was supposedly defending.
From this ethnographic example we can see that the practices of resistance carried out were weaker than the hegemonic socio-spatial practices, which had the capacity to impose totalizing models of integration that were exclusionary. As a result, participating immigrants and their associations were marginalized, as they had to accept that the lack of social integration and citizenship they experienced in their daily lives was blamed on their supposed inability to manage the "correct" cultural codes for participation in public spaces. 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59  60 
